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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address — 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^| Responsive to communication(s) filed on 26 August 2010 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)£3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) |EI Claim(s) 26, 100, 102, 104-112,1 14, 133, 134 and 142-144 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 26. 100. 102. 104-112. 114. 133. 134. and 142-144 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) IZI The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5 ) D Notice of Informal Patent Application 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 

.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20 1 0 1 0C 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 26, 100, 102, 104-112, 114, 133, 134, and 142-144 are pending. Claim 
26 has been amended and claims 1 -25, 27-99, 1 01 , 1 03, 1 1 3, 1 1 5-1 32, and 1 35-1 41 
have been cancelled without prejudice or disclaimer in this communication filed 8/26/10 
entered as RCE and Request For Extension of Time or in a Prior communication. 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 
A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
08/26/10 has been entered. 

Claims Interpretation 

In determining patentability of an invention over the prior art, all claim limitations have 
been considered and interpreted as broadly as their terms reasonably allow. See MPEP 
§2111. 

Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1 1 81 ,26 USPQ2d 1 057 (Fed. Cir. 1 993). 

Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution, and 
broad interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, 
will be interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re Pruter, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 
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1 62 USPQ 541 ,550-51 (CCPA 1 969). See MPEP §2111. 

All claim limitations have been considered. Additionally, all words in the claims have 
been considered in judging the patentability of the claims against the prior art. The 
following language is interpreted as not further limiting the scope of the claimed 
invention. See MPEP 2106 II C. 

Language in a method claim that states only the intended use or intended result, but the 
expression does not result in a manipulative difference in the steps of the claim. 
Language in a system claim that states only the intended use or intended result, but 
does not result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art. 
In other words, if the prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it 
meets the claim. 

Claim limitations that contain statement(s) such as "if, may, might, can, could", as 
optional language. As a matter of linguistic precision, optional claim elements do not 
narrow claim limitations, since they can always be omitted. 
Claim limitations that contain statement(s) such as "wherein, whereby", that fail to 
further define the steps or acts to be performed in method claims or the discrete 
physical structure required of system claims. 

USPTO personnel should begin claim analysis by identifying and evaluating each claim 
limitation. For processes, the claim limitations will define steps or acts to be performed. 
For products, the claim limitations will define discrete physical structures or materials. 
Product claims are claims that are directed to either machines, manufactures or 
compositions of matter. See MPEP § 2106 II C. 
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The subject matter of a properly construed claim is defined by the terms that limit its 
scope. It is this subject matter that must be examined. As a general matter, the 
grammar and intended meaning of terms used in a claim will dictate whether the 
language limits the claim scope. Language that suggests or makes optional but does 
not require steps to be performed or does not limit a claim to a particular structure does 
not limit the scope of a claim or claim limitation. The following are examples of language 
that may raise a question as to the limiting effect of the language in a claim: 

(A) statements of intended use or field of use, 

(B) "adapted to" or "adapted for" clauses, 

(C) "wherein" clauses, or 

(D) "whereby" clauses. 
See MPEP§ 2106 IIC. 

Independent claims are examined together, since they are not patentable distinct. If 
applicant expressly states on the record that two or more independent and distinct 
inventions are claimed in a single application, the Examiner may require the applicant to 
elect an invention to which the claims will be restricted. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the 
description: Figure 2, reference sign "202". 

The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
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description: Figure 1 1 , reference character "1 114". Corrected drawing sheets in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d), or amendment to the specification to add the 
reference character(s) in the description in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(b) are 
required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any 
amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the 
immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each 
drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top 
margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121 (d). If 
the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and 
informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 26, 100, 102, 104-112, 114, 133, 134, and 142-144 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 1 2, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The 
claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a 
way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the invention. The Applicants' Specification discloses 
various modules throughout the specification, however, there is not any mention found 
of a software module. An "access module" and an "association module" are disclosed. 
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Claim 26 recites "computer-readable medium" which is not found in Applicants' 
disclosure. However, "Data center storage medium" is disclosed throughout Applicants' 
Specification. 

Claims 1 00, 1 02, 1 04-1 1 2, 1 1 4, 1 33, 1 34, and 1 42-1 44 are also rejected since 
they depend from a rejected base claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being incomplete for 
omitting essential structural cooperative relationships of elements, such omission 
amounting to a gap between the necessary structural connections. See MPEP 
§ 2172.01 . The omitted structural cooperative relationships are: A purchase request 
computer system remotely accessible via a network; 

a system database coupled to the purchase request computer system storing a 
plurality of purchase requests received from potential buyers. 

Claims 1 00, 1 02, 1 04-1 1 2, 1 1 4, 1 33, 1 34, and 1 42-1 44 are also rejected since 
they depend from a rejected base claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 
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Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because claim 26 recites computer- 
readable medium in the claim. The claim is nominally directed to a computer-readable 
medium but which embodys code for causing a computer system to perform the 
functions of a) storing purchase request and seller records and b) a seller remote 
access software module executed on said computer system, stored on computer- 
readable medium which is reasonably broadly construed as a series of "computer 
system implemented functions for storing purchase request records and seller records". 
This claim does not appear to be directed to statutory subject matter. The claim broadly 
covers transient, propagating signals. The Specification is silent as to what the claimed 
"computer-readable medium" covers. Since a claim to a "computer-readable medium" 
reasonably broadly covers both forms of non-transitory tangible media and transient, 
propagating signals, it necessarily covers non-statutory subject matter. This is so 
because transient, propagating signals are not patentable subject matter. See In re 
Nuijten, 500 F.3d 1346, 1356 (Fed. Cir. 2007). 

Furthermore, claim 26 appears to be software perse with the software modules 
and does not contain enough structure for a system claim. 

Suggestion:" A purchase request management system for multiple sellers 
remotely managing purchase request records, the system comprising: 
A purchase request computer system remotely accessible via a network; 
a system database coupled to the purchase request computer system storing a plurality 
of purchase requests received from potential buyers; the purchase requests including 
buyer contact information and product information; 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

PR Newswire, New York; "Yahoo! Autos Provides Enhanced Road Map for 
Researching, Buying and Selling Cars On line". 

Business Editors & High-Tech/Automotive Writers, Business Wire, New York; 
"Online Car Purchase Through Autoweb.com Beats Offline Hassle; Faster, Better, 
Easier Car Buying With Autoweb.com". 

Business Editors & High-Tech/Automotive Writers, Business Wire, New York; 
"AutoConnect Partners With Industry Leaders To Bring Most-Comprehensive Auto 
Shopping Site to Web". 

PR Newswire, New York; Stoneage Corporation Announces Database of 
250,000 Used Cars Posted to the Internet". 
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REMARKS: 

There has not been an art rejection given in order to give the Applicants' the opportunity 
to amend the claims to attempt to place the application in condition for allowance. 
Once the claim objections and rejections have been overcome and the claims have 
been amended, a new search will be made to determine whether the application is in 
condition for allowance. 

Applicants' representative is respectfully requested to telephone the Examiner to 
request an interview in order to move the application forward. 



Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ella Colbert whose telephone number is 571-272-6741 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on a Flexible Schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Trammell James can be reached on 571-272-6712. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ella Colbert/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3694 

October 8, 2010 



